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entity may assert any claim or right as a beneficiary or protected class under the
Agreement.

204. Unless stated otherwise in the Agreement, if either party disagrees with
any aspect of the implementation of the Agreement, that party will engage in good
faith informal consultation with the other party and the Monitor to attempt to resolve
the disagreement. If the disagreement persists, that party will, within ten days of the
apparent impasse, inform the other Parties and the Monitor in writing of the fact of the
disagreement. Within 21 days thereafter, the Parties will meet and confer on the
disagreement at a mutually agreeable time. If necessary, any party may petition the
Court thereafter to resolve the dispute pursuant to the provisions below.

205. To ensure that the requirements of the Agreement are properly and timely
implemented, the Court will retain jurisdiction of this action for all purposes, including
but not limited to any disputed changes to policies, procedures, training, and practices,
until such time as the County has achieved full and effective compliance with the
Agreement and maintained such compliance for no less than one year.

206. The United States acknowledges the good faith of the County in trying to
address the remedial measures that are needed to ensure constitutional policing in the
Antelope Valley. The United States, however, reserves its right to seek enforcement of
the provisions of the Agreement if it determines that the County and LASD have failed
to fully comply with any provision of this Agreement. The United States agrees to
consult with officials from the County before commencing enforcement proceedings,
and to provide opportunity to cure consistent with the informal dispute resolution
procedure set forth in Paragraph 204.

207. The Monitor, County, and DOJ may jointly stipulate to make changes,
modifications, and amendments to the Agreement. Such changes, modifications, and
amendments to the Agreement will be encouraged when the Parties agree, or where the
reviews, assessments, and/or audits of the Monitor demonstrate, that a Agreement

provision as drafted is not furthering the purpose of the Agreement or that there is a
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preferable alternative that will achieve the same purpose. The Parties may jointly
move for approval of any proposed changes, modifications, and/or amendments, which
will become effective upon approval by the Court. No change, modification, or
amendment to the Agreement will have any force or effect if not set forth in writing,
signed by all the Parties to the Agreement, and approved by the Court.

208. The Parties agree to defend the provisions of this Agreement. The Parties
shall notify each other of any court or administrative challenge to this Agreement. In
the event any provision of this Agreement is challenged in any state, county, or
municipal court, the Parties shall seek removal to federal court.

209. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to: (a) alter the existing collective
bargaining agreements; or (b) impair the collective bargaining rights of employees
under State and local law. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to amend or
supersede any provision of State or local law.

210. All Parties agree that, as of the date of entry of this Agreement, litigation
is not “reasonably foreseeable” concerning the matters described in this Agreement.
To the extent that either Party previously implemented a litigation hold to preserve
documents, electronically stored information, or things related to the matters described
in this Agreement, the Party is no longer required to maintain such a litigation hold.

XV. TERMINATION OF THE AGREEMENT
211. The Parties anticipate that LASD can reach full and effective compliance

with this Agreement within four years of the Effective Date.

212. The Parties may jointly petition the Court to terminate this Agreement
after four years if the Parties believe that LASD has reached full and effective
compliance with this Agreement and has maintained that compliance for one year. If,
after four years from the Effective Date, the Parties disagree about whether LASD has
been full and effective compliance for one year, either party may seek to terminate the
Agreement. In the case of termination sought by the County, prior to filing a motion to

terminate, the County agrees to notify DOJ in writing when the County has determined
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that LASD is in full and effective compliance with this Agreement, including through
the alternative method of compliance using outcome assessments, and that such
compliance has been maintained for no less than one year. Thereafter, the Parties shall
promptly confer as to the status of compliance. The Monitor will certify whether he or
she agrees that the County is in compliance with the Agreement or portions of the
Agreement at the time of the notification. No later than 21 days thereafter, the Parties
will meet and confer at a mutually agreeable time as to the status of compliance. If,
after a reasonable period of consultation and the completion of any additional audit or
evaluation that DOJ and/or the Monitor may wish to undertake, including on-site
observations, document review, or interviews with the County and LASD personnel,
the Parties cannot resolve any compliance issues, the County may file a motion to
terminate the Agreement. At all times, LASD shall bear the burden of demonstrating
compliance with this Agreement.
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Respectfully submitted this 28 *day of ';459)'; / , 2015.

For the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:

STEPHANIE YONEKURA
Acting United States Attorney

ROBYNHARIE LYON MONTELEONE
Assistant United States Attorney

Assistant Division Chief

Civil Rights Unit Chief, Civil Division

LORETTA E. LYNCH
Attorney General

VANITA GUPTA

Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney
General

Civil Rights Division

/s/
MARK KAPPELHOFF
Acting Deputy Assistant Attorney
General

/s/
GREGORY B. FRIEL
Deputy Assistant Attorney General

/s/
JUDITH C. PRESTON
Acting Chief

/sl
STEVEN H. ROSENBAUM
Chief

/s/
CHRISTY E. LOPEZ
Deputy Chief
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/s/
R. TAMAR HAGLER
Deputy Chief

/s/
CHARLES HART
Trial Attorney

/s/
NORRINDA BROWN HAYAT
CARRIE PAGNUCCO
KATHRYN LADEWSKI
Trial Attorneys

For the COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES and the LOS ANGELES SHERIFF’S
DEPARTMENT:

ROGER BRANBO
Senior Agsistant County Counsel
County of Los Angeles
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SO ORDERED this day of

, 2015.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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